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Bear 

JoBt onlay you that Bud had ralm4 tho question of our suing jointly 

oyot CIa file?; on ns# We did not have* tiaao to talk about it and I fara not really had 
tl^ to think it through. I !mve ft few coem&tB off ths top of the head* 

% fcjur question tiaula be basted on Ion*; ezpc^rlenco, from the time I first mot 
through af coi thi; il GL:phift Jw faring* Bud. just dossil* 1 keep his word* X never fail to 
nlur: and X trust everyone else to* Bud changes his mind unilaterally and then 
ermtss fiction^ lo justify it to ftimsolf* r ffte suvreillmice motions to which he agreed 
IO/ 13/74 fi rtd not yet filed ore an example* The letter to Playboy another. Only thcr most 
recent* 

bo to do tills in such litigation it acuu d te. very bad, ^ind I'd not like it 
end it could interfere with the prosper in of success. 

I an not, of course, saying ttet h& never keep** his word* But ha breaks it often 
enough an then haters mo l<\o r?j for it* 

I ! s not saying either vay* I 1 11 want to think about it ana we should. discuss 
it wh.;u we can* X can eeo mrae advantages for both of us and noma disadvantages, 

X also liavc to consider another problem in any collaboration with Bud. i*e is not 
uaaw^ tliai ha is ft co^pulsiv^ blabber* For years tills tee mads problem* Xf ho is not 
reluctant to adult the that does not relieve it or the problems it hn^ made* 

It is bad enou^i to have to keep scjeretn from hiF« in the Kay case in ordesr to protect 
\w& and the case, but could X in a joint suit'? 

*** trusts poopla I scat nothing to uo with* This includes people nm established 
being unwortliy of trust, like i'umer and for so long Sprague and others* while ho has 
every right to trust cnyon:? lie vant»s to, combined thv iorogoing I can aue problems 
we isight both b^ c better off avoiding* Waning Bud and I as well as you* 

tamover, 1 see nothing wrong in our working together, hogardless I will be willing 
to help hiia all I can* 

1 gueao tha kind of thing that hapjxratfl with William in t&: spectre case worries 
> SiM *■'* »*-- than M^ly not keeping his word. It has to do with the direction 
the e&£3e takes and it was unilateral* 

But I'm not saying no and feel free to discuss this as openly as you deem app rop- 
riate with bin and/or Bill* Bill knows of ay interest in thin and in dying £ 01 ^ thing 
about it virtually from t h time we first mt 9 He *11 remember tliat the last time I saw 
him we discussed an aspect* 

1 guess X also find ssyself wondering about: the mytholo^ he has mmufactered about 
laa, as it ha** coug back to m& § tm&tl mos from him, ranging frees rcyr being secretly well off 
financially to my being crasy* Eg docs believes this nonsense. Xf ho doesn't, he has to 
* iaCv what bt= can't. Ibw would this, today, work out in a joint suit? OouM it n»Vw problems, 
e^p chilly when we krur c there 1ms beeu surveillance and maxi blaba so as id to so many? 

Has even h* knowledge of those to he has scad such tdiJigs about i*r wl^> tliay really 
are or I^ivg epokan to ? Bo wo Know all ho has said ti^t hau bo'^m tap&d £nd can be played back? 
i have (mm Mid know of laic I cm t believe it is all, 1'vc tola Jiim only tliat these 

can oiabarraBS him, indeed they can. Pitney ^otilden* But con tmy hurt me in a joint suit? 

Bud knows vhat ip in his nind. Xkit X wonder if he j ggj | b£j avare of how X view 1 
his fair-talf^s that are so rc*il to liiiu? Suppose some of these come up? 

^o, X see no easy or sample answer but X also se& no bar to cooperation* 


Sincerely, 


